
Jan 31, 2007  

FCC Public Comments 
441 12th Street SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and 
iegitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for 
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a! (L! by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect 
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
set-top boxes, remains good policy today. 

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market 
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability 
to make legitimate use of recorded content. 

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no. 
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers 
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable 
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on 
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the 
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD 
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by 
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even 
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition. 

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1). 

Sincerely, 

Mr. Len Mason 
15166 Eliot Ln 
Villa Park, IL 60181-3712 



oct 11, 2 0 0 6  

ECC ?iiblic C o m e n t s  
4 4 5  1 2 t h  S t r e e t  SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

A s  a consumer i n t e r e s t e d  i n  p r o t e c t i n g  compe t i t i on ,  i n n o v a t i o n ,  and  
l e g i t i m a t e  u s e  o f  c a b l e  TV c o n t e n t ,  I u r g e  you t o  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  for 
waive r s  of  41 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, C h a r t e r ,  Ver izon,  and a l l  
o t h e r  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s .  The FCC's " i n t e g r a t i o n  ban ,"  which i n  
e f f e c t  r e q u i r e s  c a b l e  companies t o  i n t e g r a t e  CableChRDs i n t o  t h e i r  own 
s e t - t o p  boxes ,  remains good p o l i c y  t o d a y .  

!!ow t e n  y e a r s  a f t e r  t h e  Telecommunicat ions A c t  o f  1996, c a b l e  
companies have dragged t h e i r  f e e t  l o n g  enough on c o m p e t i t i v e  
a l t e r n a t i v e s  t o  p r o p r i e t a r y  s e t - t o p  boxes,  t h u s  hampering i n n o v a t i o n  
m d  harming consumers.  The " i n t e g r a t i o n  ban" w i l l  a l s o  h e l p  
market  c o m p e t i t i o n  p r e v e n t  f u r t h e r  r e s t r i c t i o n s  on c a b l e  s u b s c r i b e r s '  
ab i1 i t . y  t o  make l e g i t i m a t e  use of r eco rded  c o n t e n t .  

By a d o p t i n g  c o n t e n t  p r o t e c t i o n  l i m i t s  (" encoding  r u l e s " )  i n  
docket  no. 91-60, t h e  Commission r ecogn ized  t h e  impor tance  o f  a l l o w i n g  
consumers t o  make c e r t a i n  uses of TV c o n t e n t ,  r e g a r d l e s s  of  a 
p a r t i c u l a r  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r ' s  o r  c o p y r i g h t  h o l d e r ' s  w i shes .  With 
::ompetitlon s p u r r e d  on by t h e  i n t e g r a t i o n  ban, consumers would have 
=he freedom t o  choose  t h e  l e a s t  r e s t r i c t i v e  cab le- compa t ib l e  d e v i c e  
? v a i l a b l e .  The CableCARD s t a n d a r d  a l r e a d y  p r e s c r i b e s  r e s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  
iiarm cansumers by l i m i t i n g  n o n- i n f r i n g i n g  u s e s ,  and such  r e s t r i c t i o n s  
iill g e t  even worse i f  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s '  s e t - t o p  boxes a r e  unchecked b y  
(corrpeti t i o n .  

P l e a s e  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  f o r  w a i v e r s  o f  4 1  CFR 76.12041a) (1). 

S i n c e r e l y ,  

Yr. David Day 
395 Lync ro f t~  D r  
Gahanna, OH 13230-2643 



5c t  in, 2 0 0 6  

FCC P u b l i c  Comients 
445 1 2 t h  S t r e e t  SW 
Washington, DC 30554 

As a consumer i n t e r e s t e d  i n  p r o r e c t i n g  c o m p e t i t i o n ,  i n n o v a t i o n ,  and 
l e g i t i m a t e  u s e  of  c a b l e  TV c o n t e n t ,  I u r g e  you t o  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  f o r  
, da ive r s  of  4 7  CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by  NCTA, C h a r t e r ,  Ver izon,  and a l l  
' 3 ther  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s .  The E C C ' s  " i n t e g r a t i o n  ban ,"  which i n  
e f f e c t  r e q u i r e s  c a b l e  companies t o  i n t e g r a t e  CableCARDs i n t o  t h e i r  ow11 
, ; e t - top  boxes ,  remains good p o l i c y  t o d a y .  

Now t e n  y e a r s  a f t e r  t h e  Telecommunicat ions Act  o f  1 9 9 6 ,  c a b l e  
zompanies have dragged t h e i r  f e e t  l o n g  enough on c o m p e t i t i v e  
i l t e r n a t i v e s  t o  p r o p r i e t a r y  s e t - t o p  boxes ,  thus hampering i n n o v a t i o n  
,and harmirig !:onsumers. The " i n t e g r a t i o n  ban" w i l l  a l s o  h e l p  
:narke t  c o m p e t i t i o n  p r e v e n t  f u r t h e r  r e s t r i c t i o n s  on c a b l e  s u b s c r i b e r s '  
h i l i t y  t o  make l e g i t i m a t e  u s e  of r e c o r d e d  c o n t e n t .  

3y a d o p t i n g  c o n t e n t  p r o t e c t i o n  l i m i t s  (" encoding  r u l e s " )  i n  
&docket n@.  9 1- 8 0 ,  t h e  Commission r ecogn ized  t h e  impor tance  o f  a l l o w i n g  
c'i)nsiimsrs t o  make c e r t a i n  u s e s  of TV c o n t e n t ,  r e g a r d l e s s  of a 
p a r t i c i i l a r  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r ' s  or  c o p y r i g h t  h o l d e r ' s  w i shes .  With 
' compet i t ion  s p u r r e d  on by t h e  i n t e g r a t i o n  ban,  consumers would have 
Ithr freedom t o  choose t h e  l e a s t  r e s t r i c t i v e  cab le- compa t ib l e  d e v i c e  
- v a i l a b l e .  The CableCARD s t a n d a r d  a l r e a d y  p r e s c r i b e s  r e s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  
ILarr, consumers by  l i m i t i n g  n o n - i n f r i n g i n g  u s e s ,  and such  r e s t r i c t i o n s  
!;ill j e t  even worse i f  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s '  s e t - t o p  boxes a r e  unchecked b y  
rmmp e t  i ti o n . 
€>lease r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  f o r  wa ive r s  o f  4 1  CFR 76 .1204(a )  (1) .  

. i n c e r e l y ,  

Mr. Robert Wil l iams 
!. A l f r e d  C t  
Wilmington, DE 19803-3910 

~. . 



3ct 10, 2006 

F X  Puol i c  Corrments 
34s 1 2 t h  S t r e e t  SW 
idashington,  DC 20554 

A s  a consumer i n t e r e s t e d  i n  p r o t e c t i n g  compe t i t i on ,  i n n o v a t i o n ,  and 
Leg i t ima te  u s e  of c a b l e  TV c o n t e n t ,  I u r g e  you t o  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  f o r  
d a i v e r s  of  4 7  CFR 7 6 . 1 2 0 4 ( a )  (1) b y  NCTA, C h a r t e r ,  Ver izon,  and a l l  
> t h e r  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s .  The FCC's " i n t e g r a t i o n  ban ,"  which i n  
'zffect r e q u i r e s  c a b l e  companies t o  i n t e g r a t e  CableCARDs i n t o  t h e i r  own 
s e t - t o p  boxe:;, remains good p o l i c y  t o d a y .  

Now t e n  y e a r s  a f t e r  t h e  Telecommunicat ions A c t  of 1996, c a b l e  
fzornpani~es have dragged t h e i r  f e e t  l o n g  enough on c o m p e t i t i v e  
. l l t e rna t ives  to p r o p r i e t a r y  s e t - t o p  boxes,  t h u s  hampering i n n o v a t i o n  
~ n d  harming consumers.  The " i n t e g r a t i o n  ban" w i l l  a l s o  h e l p  
market  c o m p e t i t i o n  p r e v e n t  f u r t h e r  r e s t r i c t i o n s  on c a b l e  s u b s c r i b e r s '  
i o i l i t y  t o  make l e g i t i m a t e  u 5 e  of r e c o r d e d  c o n t e n t .  

Cy a d o p t i n g  c o n t e n t  p r o t e c t . i o n  l i m i t s  (" encoding  r u l e s " )  i n  
docke t  no. 97-80, t h e  Commission r ecogn ized  t h e  impor tance  o f  a l l o w i n g  
mnsumers  t o  make ce r t a i ln  u s e s  of TV c o n t e n t ,  r e g a r d l e s s  of a 
! ' a r t i c u l a r  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r ' s  or c o p y r i g h t  h o l d e r ' s  w i shes .  With 
c o m p e t i t i o n  s p u r r e d  on by  t h e  i n t e g r a t i o n  ban, consumers would have  
t he  freedom t o  choose  t h e  l e a s t  r e s t r i c t i v e  cab le- compa t ib l e  d e v i c e  
a v a i l a b l e .  The CableCARD s t a n d a r d  a l r e a d y  p r e s c r i b e s  r e s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  
l i a r m  consumers b y  l i m i t i n g  n o n- i n f r i n g i n g  uses ,  and such  r e s t r i c t i o n s  
w i l l  g e t  even  worse i f  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s '  s e t - t o p  boxes  a r e  unchecked b y  
compez i t i on .  

Elease r e f u s e  requests for waive r s  o f  4 7  CFR 76.1204(a) (1). 

C i n c e r e l y ,  

2ason C l u g g i s h  
!4 6th St 
N e d f D r d ,  MA 02155-5115 



oc t  IO, 2 0 0 6  

X C  P u b l i c  Comments 
4 4 5  1 2 t h  S t r e e t  SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

?.s a consumer i n t e r e s t e d  i n  p r o t e c t i n g  compe t i t i on ,  i n n o v a t i o n ,  and 
l e g i t i m a t e  u s e  o f  c a b l e  TV c o n t e n t ,  I u r g e  you t o  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  f o r  
wa ive r s  ?i 4 7  CFP, ?G.l204(a! (1) by NCTA, C h a r t e r ,  Ver izon,  and a l l  
s t h e r  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s .  The FCC's " i n t e g r a t i o n  ban ,"  which i n  
e f f e c t  r e q u i r e s  c a b l e  companies t o  i n t e g r a t e  CableCARDs i n t o  t h e i r  own 
set-top boxes ,  remains good p o l i c y  t o d a y .  

NOW t e n  y e a r s  a f t e r  t h e  Telecommunicat ions A c t  of 1 9 9 6 ,  c a b l e  
-omparlies have dragged t h e i r  f ee t  l o n g  enough on c o m p e t i t i v e  
a l t e r n a t i v e s  t o  p r o p r i e t a r y  s e t - t o p  boxes ,  t h u s  hampering i n n o v a t i o n  
and harming consumers.  The " i n t e g r a t i o n  ban" w i l l  a l s o  h e l p  
market  c o m p e t i t i o n  p r e v e n t  f u r t h e r  r e s t r i c t i o n s  on c a b l e  s u b s c r i b e r s '  
3 b i l i t y  t o  make l e g i t i m a t e  u s e  of r eco rded  c o n t e n t .  

B y  a d o p t i n g  c o n t e n t  p r o t e c t i o n  l i m i t s  (" encoding  r u l e s " )  i n  
i o c k e t  no.  47-80, t h e  Commission r ecogn ized  t h e  impor tance  of  a l l o w i n g  
ionsumers t o  make c e r t a i n  u s e s  of TV c o n t e n t ,  r e g a r d l e s s  of a 
? a r t i c u l a r  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r ' s  o r  c o p y r i g h t  h o l d e r ' s  w i shes .  With 
:ompe t i t i on  s p u r r e d  on by t h e  i n t e g r a t i o n  ban, consumers would have  
t h e  freedom t o  choose  t h e  l e a s t  r e s t r i c t i v e  cab le- compa t ib l e  d e v i c e  
3 v a i l a b l e .  The CableCARD s t a n d a r d  a l r e a d y  p r e s c r i b e s  r e s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  
tiarm consumers b y  l i m i t i n g  n o n- i n f r i n g i n g  u s e s ,  and such  r e s t r i c t i o n s  
-dill g e t  even  worse i f  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s '  s e t - t o p  boxes a r e  unchecked b y  
Zompeti t i o n .  

P l e a s e  refuse r e q u e s t s  for w a i v e r s  of  4 1  CFR 76.1204(a)(l). 

.i i ric e re  ly, 

M r .  Kory Bakke 
?617 Edinbrook Xing Apt 438 
Srooklyn  P a r k ,  M N  55443-4007 



3ct  lu, 2006 

FCC P u b l i c  i‘onunents 
4 4 5  1 2 t h  S t r e e t  SW 
Washington, DC 20554  

4s a consumer i n t e r e s t e d  i n  p r o t e c t i n g  c o m p e t i t i o n ,  i n n o v a t i o n ,  and 
l e g i t i m a t e  use of  c a b l e  TV c o n t e n t ,  I u r g e  you t o  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  for 
waiver-s of 4 7  CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, C h a r t e r ,  Ver izon,  and a l l  
3tht . r  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s .  The FCC‘s “ i n t e g r a t i o n  b a n , ”  which i n  
e f f e c t  r e q u i r e s  c a b l e  companies t o  i n t e g r a t e  CableCARDs i n t o  t h e i r  own 
s e t - t o p  boxes ,  remains good p o l i c y  t o d a y .  

Now t e n  y e a r s  a f t e r  t h e  Telecommunicat ions A c t  o f  1 9 9 6 ,  c a b l e  
tcnmpanies have dragged t h e i r  f e e t  l o n g  enough on c o m p e t i t i v e  
31 t e r n a t i v e s  to p r o p r i e t a r y  s e t - t o p  boxes,  thus hampering i n n o v a t i o n  
.ind harming consumers.  The “ i n t e g r a t i o n  ban” w i l l  a l s o  h e l p  
market  c o m p e t i t i o n  p r e v e n t  f u r t h e r  r e s t r i c t i o n s  on c a b l e  s u b s c r i b e r s ‘  
3 b i l i t y  t o  make l e g i t i m a t e  u s e  of r e c o r d e d  c o n t e n t .  

13y a d o p t i n g  c o n t e n t  p r o t e c t i u n  limits (“encod ing  r u l e s ” )  i n  
‘docket no. 9 7 - E 0 ,  t h e  Commission r e c o g n i z e d  t h e  impor tance  o f  a l l o w i n g  
consumers t o  make c e r t a i n  uses  of TV c o n t e n t ,  r e g a r d l e s s  of  a 
. : ; a r t i cu l a r  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r ‘ s  or c o p y r i g h t  h o l d e r ‘ s  w i shes .  With 
, o n p e t i t i o n  s p u r r e d  on by  t h e  i n t e g r a t i o n  ban, consumers would have 
t h e  freedom t3 choose t h e  l e a s t  r e s t r i c t i v e  cab le- compa t ib l e  d e v i c e  
i v a i l a b l r .  The CableCARD s t a n d a r d  a l r e a d y  p r e s c r i b e s  r e s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  
rtarrn consumers by  l i m i t i n g  n o n - i n f r i n g i n g  uses ,  and such  r e s t r i c t i o n s  
‘xi11 g e t  even worse  i f  c a b i t  p r o v i d e r s ’  s e t - t o p  boxes a r e  unchecked b y  
zompet i t i  on.  

? l e a s e  r e f u s e  reque5t.s for w a i v e r s  o f  4 7  CFR 76.1204(a) (1). 

Sincerely, 

,;ason Clugg i sh  
1 4  6 t h  St 
?,ledford, MA 02155-5115 



O c t  7 ,  2006 

FCC Public Comments 
4 4 E ,  12th Street SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

4s a t-.onsurrer interested in protecting cornpetition, innovation, and 
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for 
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1104(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 
ather cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in 
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
-;et-top boxes, remains good policy today. 

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 
ditrrnatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
and harming corlsumers. The "integration ban" will also help 
market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' 
drility to make legitimate use of recorded content. 

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in 
docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing 
consdiners to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a 
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With 
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have 
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device 
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that 
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions 
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by 
competition, 

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(aj (1). 

5 i nc ei~ e ly , 

Mr. Michael Brower 
30 Crissman Rd 
Santa Rosa Beach, FL 32459-3774 



3r t  l R ,  2006 

FCC Public Comments 
445 12th Stseet SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

AS a co1mumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and 
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for 
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in 
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
set-top boxes, remains good policy today. 

Now ten years after the Telecomunications Act of 1996, cable 
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 
ilt.ernatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help 
market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' 
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content. 

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in 
docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing 
consumers tO make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a 
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With 
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have 
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device 
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that 
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions 
will get even worse if cable providers' se t- top boxes are unchecked by 
competition. 

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1). 

Sincerely, 

Perer Sadlon 
99 Woodland Dr 
West Melbourne, FL 32904-3825 



'?ct 13, 2 0 0 6  

?CC P u b l i c  Comments 
145  1 2 t h  S t r e e t  SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

MAR - 5 2007 

.As a consumer i n t e r e s t e d  i n  p r o t e c t i n g  c o m p e t i t i o n ,  i n n o v a t i o n ,  and 
. e g i t i m a t e  u s e  of c a b l e  TV c o n t e n t ,  I u r g e  you t o  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  fo r  
wa ive r s  of 4 7  CFR 7 6 . 1 2 0 4 ( a )  (1) b y  NCTA, C h a r t e r ,  Ver izon,  and a l l  
'other  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s .  The F C C ' s  " i n t e g r a t i o n  ban ,"  which i n  
e f f e c t  r e q u i r e s  c a b l e  companies t o  i n t e g r a t e  CableCARDs i n t o  t h e i r  own 
. - e t - top  boxes ,  remains good p o l i c y  t o d a y .  

Now t e n  y e a r s  a f t e r  t h e  Telecommunicat ions A c t  of 1 9 9 6 ,  c a b l e  
fmmpanies have dragged t h e i r  f e e t  l o n g  enough on c o m p e t i t i v e  
d l t e r n a t i v e s  t o  p r o p r i e t a r y  s e t - t o p  boxes ,  t h u s  hampering i n n o v a t i o n  
,and harming consumers.  'The " i n t e g r a t i o n  ban" w i l l  a l s o  h e l p  
market  c o m p e t i t i o n  p r e v e n t  f u r t h e r  r e s t r i c t i o n s  on c a b l e  s u b s c r i b e r s '  
i b j l i t y  t o  make l e g i t i m a t e  u s e  of r eco rded  c o n t e n t .  

;ly a d o p t i n g  c o n t e n t  p r o t e c t i o n  l i m i t s  (" encoding  r u l e s " )  i n  
docke t  no ,  91- 80, t h e  Commission r e c o g n i z e d  t h e  impor tance  o f  a l l o w i n g  
rconsurners t o  make c e r t a i n  u s e s  of TV c o n t e n t ,  r e g a r d l e s s  of a 
p 3 r t i c u l a r  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r ' s  o r  c o p y r i g h t  h o l d e r ' s  w i shes .  With 
< o m p e t i t i o n  s p u r r e d  on by  t h e  i n t e g r a t i o n  ban,  consumers would have  
'ne freedom t o  choose t h e  l e a s t  r e s t r i c t i v e  cab le- compa t ib l e  d e v i c e  
, v , a i l ab l e .  The CableCARD s t a n d a r d  a l r e a d y  p r e s c r i b e s  r e s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  
! _ a m  consumers by  l i m i t i n g  n o n - i n f r i n g i n g  u s e s ,  and such  r e s t r i c t i o n s  
: r i l l  g e t  even worse i f  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s '  s e t - t o p  boxes a r e  unchecked b y  
f.omp e t  i ti on.  

P l e a s e  r e f u s e  reques t s  f o r  wa ive r s  o f  4 7  CFR 7 6 . 1 2 0 4 ( a )  (1). 

:: j~ nc e re 1 y, 

Mr. Roy Rhodes 
1'0 30x 821074 
D a l l a s ,  TX 75382-1074 



:>ct 13, 2006 

FCC Public Comments 
445 12th Street SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

4s a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and 
Legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for 
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (11 by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration b a n ,"  which in 
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
set-top boxes, remains good policy today. 

NOW ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
compar.ies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help 
xarket competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' 
abiiLLy to make legitimate use of recorded content. 

3y adoptiriy content protection limits ("encoding rules") in 
docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing 
ionsiimers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a 
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With 
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have 
:he freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device 
Svailable. The CableCARD scandard already prescribes restrictions that 
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions 
- r i l l  get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by 
3 ompe t i ti on . 

?lease refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(aI(l). 

Sincerely, 

Wc. Michael Turley 
365 Edgewood Dr 
Perrysburg, OH 43551-1836 



3 c t  12, 2006 

FCC Public Comments 
445 12th Street SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and 
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for 
waivers of 41 CFR 76.12041aj (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in 
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
set-top boxes, remains good policy today. 

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
.:ompanies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 
Slternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help 
market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' 
3bility to make legitimate use of recorded content. 

a y  adopting content protect.ion limits ("encoding rules") in 
iocket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing 
,~onsumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a 
?articular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With 
:ompetition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have 
The freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device 
,ivailable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that 
iiarm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions 
,,will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by 
=ompetition. 

Please refuse requests for waivers of 41 CFR 76.1204la) 11) 

Sincerely, 

!4r. Chris Atkins 
L633 Parkside Trl 
lewisville, TX 75077-2757 



? l O V  3 ,  2006 

FCC Public C o r i i e n t s  
445 12th Street SW 
Washingt.on, DC 20554 

As a corisumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and 
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for 
w a i v e r s  of 47 CFR 7 6 . 1 2 0 4 ( a )  (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 
o the r  cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban, " which in 
e f f e c t  requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
-et-top boxes, remains good policy today. 

NOW zeii years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
zompanies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 
3Lterriatives to proprierary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
arid harmling consumers. The "integration ban" will also help 
:narket competition prevent. further restrictions on cable subscribers' 
hility to make legitimate use of recorded content. 

By adopting content proteciion limits ("encoding rules") in 
-iocket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing 

particuiar cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With 
':ompetition spurred on by ;he integration ban, consumers would have 
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device 
3vailable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that 
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions 
w i l l  get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by 
I ompe t i t ion. 

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1). 

Sincerely, 

Yr. Christopher 3. Anderson 
.?O Box 4011 

tintown, OH 44515-0011 

urners to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a 



FILED/ACCEPTED 

MAR - 5 2007 Nov l?, 2OOb 

FCC P u b l i c  Comments 
3 4 5  1 2 t h  S t r e e t  SW 
Washington, DC 20554  

A s  a consumer i n t e r e s t e d  i n  p r o t e c t i n g  c o m p e t i t i o n ,  i n n o v a t i o n ,  and 
l e g i t i m a t e  u s e  o f  c a b l e  TV content, I u r g e  you t o  r e f u s e  requests  f o r  
wa ive r s  o f  4 7  CFK 7 6 . 1 2 0 4  ( a )  (1) by NCTA, C h a r t e r ,  Ver izon,  and a l l  
o t h e r  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s .  The FCC'S " i n t e g r a t i o n  ban ,"  which i n  
e f f e c t  r e q u i r e s  c a b l e  companies t o  i n t e g r a t e  CableCARDs i n t o  t h e i r  own 
s e t - t o p  boxes ,  remains good p o l i c y  t o d a y .  

Now t e n  y e a r s  a f t e r  t h e  Telecommunicat ions A c t  o f  1 9 9 6 ,  c a b l e  
companies have dragged t h e i r  f e e t  l o n g  enough on c o m p e t i t i v e  
a l c r r n a t i v e s  t o  p r o p r i e t a r y  set-- top boxes ,  thus hampering i n n o v a t i o n  
and harming consumers.  The " i n t e g r a t i o n  ban" w i l l  a l s o  h e l p  
market. Compet i t ion  p r e v e n t  f u r t h e r  r e s t r i c t i o n s  on c a b l e  s u b s c r i b e r s '  
ibitity t o  make l e g i t i m a t e  u s e  of r eco rded  c o n t e n t .  

5 y  a d o p t i n g  c o n t e n t  p r o t e c t i o n  l i m i t s  (" encoding  r u l e s " )  i n  
i o c k e t  no. 91- 80,  t h e  Commission r ecogn ized  t h e  impor tance  o f  a l l o w i n g  
,consumers t o  make c e r t a i n  u s e s  of TV c o n t e n t ,  r e g a r d l e s s  of  a 
p a r t i c u l a r  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r ' s  or c o p y r i g h t  h o l d e r ' s  w i s h e s .  With 
:ompet i t ion  s p u r r e d  on by t h e  i n t e g r a t i o n  ban, consumers would have 
Lhr freedom t o  choose t h e  l e a s t  r e s t r i c t i v e  cab le- compa t ib l e  d e v i c e  
S v a i l a b l e .  The CableCAP,D s t a n d a r d  a l r e a d y  prescribes r e s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  
'larm consumers by l i m i t i n g  n o n- i n f r i n g i n g  u s e s ,  and such  r e s t r i c t i o n s  
i i l l  g e t  even worse i f  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s '  s e t - t o p  boxes a r e  unchecked by  
zampet i  t i o n .  

P l e a s e  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  for w a i v e r s  o f  4 7  CFR 76 .1204(a )  (1). 

S i  L c e r e l y ,  

!Is. or londa  c a r r e  
?411 Schutzen  S t  
Vorth P o l e ,  AK 99705-6312 



FILED/ACCEPTED 
N O V  13, 2006 

t'CZ P u b l i c  Comments 
445 1 2 t h  S t r e e t  SW 
Washington, DC 20554  

MAR - 5 2007 

A s  a consumer i n t e r e s t e d  i n  p r o t e c t i n g  c o m p e t i t i o n ,  i n n o v a t i o n ,  and 
l e g i t i m a t e  u s e  o f  c a b l e  TV content, I u r g e  you to r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  fo r  
wa ive r s  of 4 1  CFR 76 .1204(a j  (1) b y  NCTA, C h a r t e r ,  Ver izon,  and a l l  
s the r  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s .  The FCC's " i n t e g r a t i o n  ban ,"  which i n  
e f f e c t  r e q u i r e s  c a b l e  companies t o  i n t e g r a t e  CableCARDs i n t o  t h e i r  own 
s e t - t o p  boxes ,  remains good p o l i c y  t o d a y .  

Now t e n  y e a r s  a f t e r  t h e  Telecommunicat ions A c t  of 1 9 9 6 ,  c a b l e  
companies have dragged t h e i r  f e e t  l o n g  enough on c o m p e t i t i v e  
, l t e r n a t i v e s  t o  p r o p r i e t a r y  s e t - t o p  boxes,  t h u s  hampering i n n o v a t i o n  
and harming consumers.  The " i n t e g r a t i o n  ban" w i l l  a l s o  h e l p  
market  coinpetition p r e v e n t  f u r t h e r  r e s t r i c t i o n s  on c a b l e  s u b s c r i b e r s '  
i l j i l i t y  t o  make l e g i t i m a t e  u s e  of r eco rded  c o n t e n t .  

By adopt i i ig  c o n t e n t  p r o t e c t i o n  l i m i t s  (" encoding  rules") i n  
,docket no. 97-80, t h e  Commission r e c o g n i z e d  t h e  impor tance  o f  a l l o w i n g  
':onsunlers t o  make c e r t a i n  u s e s  of TV c o n t e n t ,  r e g a r d l e s s  of a 
p a r t i c u l a r  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r ' s  o r  c o p y r i g h t  h o l d e r ' s  wishes. With 
c o m p e t i t i o n  s p u r r e d  on by  t h e  i n t e g r a t i o n  ban,  consumers would have 
the  freedom t o  choose t h e  l e a s t  r e s t r i c t i v e  cab le- compa t ib l e  d e v i c e  
2 v a i l a b l e .  The CableCARD s t a n d a r d  a l r e a d y  p r e s c r i b e s  r e s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  
iarm consumers b y  l i m i t i n g  n o n- i n f r i n g i n g  uses ,  and such  r e s t r i c t i o n s  
wi:: g e t  even worse i f  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s '  s e t - t o p  boxes a r e  unchecked b y  
x m p e t i  t i o n .  

P l e a s e  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  f o r  w a i v e r s  of  4 7  CFR 76 .1204(a )  (1 ) .  

i i n c e r e l y ,  

Mr. Chad Dowell 
11475 V i l l a g e  Brook D r  Apt 322 
l i n c i n n a t i ,  OH 45249-2053 



Nov 28, 2006 

FCC Public Corrunents 
4 4 5  1 2 t h  S t r e e t  SW 
Nashington ,  DC 20554 

MAR - 5 2007 

A s  a csnsumer i n t e r e s t e d  i n  p r o t e c t i n g  c o m p e t i t i o n ,  i n n o v a t i o n ,  and 
l e g i t i m a t e  u s e  o f  c a b l e  TV c o n t e n t ,  I u r g e  you t o  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  f o r  

' v e r s  of 41 Ct 'R 76.1204(a) (1) b y  NCTA, C h a r t e r ,  Ver izon,  and all 
J t h e r  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s .  T h e  F C C ' s  " i n t e g r a t i o n  ban ,"  which i n  
s f f e c t  r e q u i r e s  c a b l e  companies t o  i n t e g r a t e  CableCARDs i n t o  t h e i r  own 
se t .- top  boxes ,  remains good p o l i c y  t o d a y .  

S01.1 t e n  y e a r s  a f t e r  t h e  Telecommunicat ions A c t  of  1 9 9 6 ,  c a b l e  
:ompani~es have dragged t h e i r  feet l o n g  enough on c o m p e t i t i v e  
I l t e r n a t i v e s  t o  p r o p r i e t a r y  s e t - t o p  boxes ,  t h u s  hampering i n n o v a t i o n  
ind harming consumers.  The " i n t e g r a t i o n  ban" w i l l  a l s o  h e l p  
:narke t  comper i t i on  p r e v e n t  f u r t h e r  r e s t r i c t i o n s  on c a b l e  s u b s c r i b e r s '  
. a b i l i t y  t.0 make l e g i t i m a t e  u s e  of r eco rded  c o n t e n t .  

3y a d o p t i n g  c o n t e n t  p r o t e c t i o n  limits ("encoding  ru l e s" )  i n  
.docket no. 3.1-80, the Commission r ecogn ized  t h e  impor tance  o f  a l l o w i n g  
coonsumers to make c e r t a i n  u s e s  of TV c o n t e n t ,  r e g a r d l e s s  of  a 
; -. a r t i c u l a r  c d b l e  p r o v i d e r ' s  o r  c o p y r i g h t  h o l d e r ' s  w i shes .  With 
' ' o m p e t i t i o n  s p u r r e d  on by  t h e  i n t e g r a t i o n  ban,  consumers would have 
Lhe freedom t o  choose  t h e  l e a s t  r e s t r i c t i v e  cab le- compa t ib l e  d e v i c e  
i v a i l a b l e .  The CableCARD s t a n d a r d  a l r e a d y  p r e s c r i b e s  r e s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  
harm consumers by  l i m i t i n g  n o n- i n f r i n g i n g  uses ,  and such  r e s t r i c t i o n s  
\:ill '3et ever. worse i f  c a b l e  p r c v i d e r s '  s e t - t o p  boxes a r e  unchecked b y  
c o m p e t i t i o n .  

I ' l e a s e  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  f o r  w a i v e r s  of 4 7  CFR 7 6 . 1 2 0 4 ( a )  (1) .  

Yince re ly ,  

Nr. john Heinz 
hi2 Byers Rd Lot I 
Forest C i t y ,  NC 28043-8746 



:Yov 2 8 ,  2006 

. \Ai -,- P u b l i c  C'mrnents 
135 1 2 t h  S t r b ? e t  SW 
Idashinycon, DC .20514 

As a cl'jnsumer i n t e r e s t e d  i n  p r o t ~ e c t i n g  c o m p e t i t i o n ,  i n n o v a t i o n ,  and 
~ogitiriiate use (of c a b l e  TV r o n t e n t ,  I u r g e  you t o  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  f o r  

hraiver.; cf  47 CFR 16.1204(a) (1) by  NCTA, C h a r t e r ,  Ver izon,  and a l l  

T:ff*cr r e q u i r e s  c a b l e  companies t o  i n t e g r a r e  CableCARDs i n t o  t h e i r  own 
, - e t - t o p  boxes ,  remains 3ood p o l i c y  t o d a y .  

Nocl ter  y e a r s  after t h e  'Telecommunications A c t  o f  1 9 9 6 ,  c a b l e  
twmpanies have dragged t h e i r  f e e t  long  enough on c o m p e t i t i v e  
d l t e r n n t i v e s  t.o p r o p r i e t a r y  set-top boxes ,  t h u s  hampering i n n o v a t i o n  
t r td  hdrmii ,g  consumers.  The " i n t e g r a t i o n  ban" w i l l  a l s o  h e l p  
r a r k e t  c o m p e t i t i o n  p r e v e n t  f u r t h e r  r e s t r i c t i o n s  on c a b l e  s u b s c r i b e r s '  

t h e r  ,::able p r o v i d e r s .  Tne F C C ' s  " i n t e g r a t i o n  ban ,"  which i n  

'lit?, t.o make l e g i t i m a t e  u s e  of recorded  c o n t e n t .  

t y  a d o p t i n g  c o n t e n t  p r o t e c t i o n  l i m i t s  (" encoding  r u l e s " !  i n  
i ,ocket  no. 9 1- 8 0 ,  t h e  Commission r ecogn ized  t h e  impor tance  of a l l o w i n g  
consumers t o  make c e r t a i n  u s e s  of TV c o n t e n t ,  r e g a r d l e s s  of  a 

r t i c u l a r  c a h l e  p r o v i d e r ' s  o r  c o p y r i g h t  h o l d e r ' s  w i s h e s .  With 
m p e t i t i o n  s p u r r e d  on by t h e  i n t e g r a t i o n  ban, consumers would have 

Lhe freedom t o  choose t h e  l e a s t  ~ e s t r i c t i v e  cab le- compa t ib l e  d e v i c e  
L v a i l a b l e .  The Cab1.eCARD s t a n d a r d  a l r e a d y  p r e s c r i b e s  r e s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  
k~arrn consumers b y  l i m i t i n q  n o n- i n f r i n g i n g  uses ,  and s u c h  r e s t r i c t i o n s  
xi11 g e t  even worse i f  c a b l z  pro .d iders '  s e t - t o p  boxes a r e  unchecked b y  
c o m p e t j  t h n .  

E l e a s e  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  f o r  j i a i v e r s  o f  4 1  CFP 76.1204(a! (1). 

S i  l i ce re ly ,  

%:akt Brown 
3 6 5 3  N Lawndale Ave Apt 25 
Chicago,  I L  60625- 5827  



Nov 27, 2 0 0 6  

F I X  P u b l i c  Comments 
4 4 5  1 2 t h  S t r e e t  SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

.4s a consumer i n t e r e s t e d  i n  p r o c e c t i n g  c o m p e t i t i o n ,  i n n o v a t i o n ,  and 
Legitimate u s e  of c a h l e  TV c o n t e n t ,  I u r g e  you t o  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  for 
'waivers  of  41 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) b y  NCTA, C h a r t e r ,  Ver izon,  and a l l  
mother c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s .  The FCC's " i n t e g r a t i o n  ban ,"  which i n  
z f f e c t  r e q u i r e s  c a b l e  compairies t x  i n t e g r a t e  CableCARDs into t h e i r  own 
s e t - t o p  boxes ,  remains good p o l i c y  t o d a y .  

Now t e n  years  a f t e r  t h e  Telecommunicat ions A c t  o f  1 9 9 6 ,  c a b l e  
iompanies have dragged t h e i r  f e e t  l o n g  enough on c o m p e t i t i v e  
Ai t e rn ,x t ives  t o  p r o p r i e t a r y  s e t - t o p  boxes,  t h u s  hampering i n n o v a t i o n  
A n d  blaming consumers.  The " i n t e g r a t i o n  ban" w i l l  a l s o  h e l p  
.Iiarket cornper i t ion  p r e v e n t  f ~ u r t h e r  r e s t r i c t i o n s  on  c a b l e  s u b s c r i b e r s '  
ibility t o  make l e g i t i m a t e  u s e  of r eco rded  c o n t e n t .  

!3y a d o p t i n g  c m t e n t  p r o t e c t i o n  limits ("encoding  r u l e s " )  i n  
i o c k e t  no. 97-80, t h e  Commission r e c o g n i z e d  t h e  impor tance  of  a l l o w i n g  
:orsumers to make c e r t a i n  u s e s  of TV c o n t e n t ,  r e g a r d l e s s  of  a 
\ ' a r t i c u l a r  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r ' s  or  c o p y r i g h t  holder's wishes .  With 
:ompet i t ion  s p u r r e d  on by t h e  i n t e g r a t i o n  ban,  consumers would have 
-.he freedom t o  choose t h e  l e a s t  r e s t r i c t i v e  cab le- compa t ib l e  d e v i c e  
i v a i l a b l e .  The CableCARD standard a l r e a d y  p r e s c r i b e s  r e s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  
liarm consumers b y  l i m i t i n g  n o n - i n f r i n g i n q  uses ,  and such  r e s t r i c t i o n s  
wi l l  gec even worse i f  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s '  s e t - t o p  boxes a r e  unchecked by  
" o m p e t i t i o n .  

? l e a s e  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  for waive r s  o f  4 7  CFR 7 6 . 1 2 0 4  ( a )  (1). 

S i n c e r e l y ,  

Ilr. C h r i s t o p h e r  G r o w  

l a u k e s h a ,  W I  53186-2838 
" 2  Sunrlysirie DI 



FILED/MCEPTED 

N o v  SI, 2006 

tCC Public Comments 
445 12th Street SW 

MAR - 5 2007 

Washington, DC 20554 

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and 
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for 
waivers of 47 CFR ?6.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in 
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
set-trip boxes, remains good policy today. 

I i cw ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 
alternarives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help 
market competition psevent furtner restrictions on cable subscribers' 
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content. 

Ey adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in 
docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing 
zonsumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a 
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With 
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have 
t.he freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device 
Svailable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that 
harn consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions 
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by 
comper i t ion. 

Flease refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(ai (1). 

Sincerely, 

XI. Richard Maxson I1 
15680 Dasher Ave 
Allen Park, MI 48101-3601 



FILED/KCEPTED 
N C V  13, 2 O O G  

FCC Public Comments 
445 12th Street SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

MAR - 2007 
Federal Communications Commission 

Office of he Secretm 

A s  a ionsumer interested in prot.ecting competition, innovation, and 
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for 
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in 
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
set-top boxes, remains good policy today. 

Nos: ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help 
market cornpetition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' 
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content. 

my adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in 
docket no. Y7-EO, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing 
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a 
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With 
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have 
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device 
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that 
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions 
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by 
cornpetition. 

Flease refuse requests for waivers of 111 CFR 76.1204(a) (1). 

Sincerely, 

Stephen Hutton 
50 Van Zandt Dr 
Hillsborough, NJ 08844-4368 



FCC Public Comieiits 
445 12th St.reet SW 
WashiEgton, DC 20554 

AS a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and 
legitimate use of cable T'd content, I urge you to refuse requests for 
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204!a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in 
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
s-t-top boxes, remains good policy today. 

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
,-onpanies irave dragged their feet Long enough on competitive 
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innmation 
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help 
!narhet competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' 
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content. 

Ry adopting content prot-ction limits ("encoding rules") in 
docket no. 9J-bU,  the Commission recognized the importance of allowing 
cclnsuiriers t.2 make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a 
particul~ar cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With 
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have 
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device 
a.Jailable. 'The Cab1eCAP.D standard already prescribes restrictions that 
n i r m .  consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions 
will jet even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by 
con pet^ i t i o n .  

Please 1-efuse requests fcr waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1). 

S i nceie 1 y , 

Mr. David Bi~irton 
1884 i:ountry P1 
Ojai, CA 93323-4192 

._.". . - -. -~ .-.̂ _.-_ I 



FILED/ACCEPTED 

Nov 2 ,  2 0 0 6  

FCC P u b l i c  Comments 
4 4 5  l ? t h  S t r e e t  sw 

MAR - 2007 

Washington, DC 20554 

4s d consumer i n t e r e s t e d  i n  p r o t e c t i n g  compe t i t i on ,  i n n o v a t i o n ,  and 
l e g i t i m a t e  iuse o f  c a b l e  TV c o n t e n t ,  I urge  you t o  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  f o r  
y ia ivers  of 4 7  CFR 16.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, C h a r t e r ,  Ve r i zon ,  and a l l  
o t h e r  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s .  The FCC's " i n t e g r a t i o n  ban ,"  which i n  
e f f e c t  r e q u i r e s  c a b l e  companies t o  i n t e g r a t e  CableCARDs into t h e i r  own 
s e t - t o p  boxes ,  remains good p o l i c y  t o d a y .  

Now t e n  y e a r s  a f t e r  t h e  Telecommunicat ions A c t  o f  1 9 9 6 ,  c a b l e  
1-ompanies have dragged t h e i r  f e e t  l o n g  enough on c o m p e t i t i v e  
d l r e r n a t i v e s  t o  p r o p r i e t a r y  s e t - t o p  boxes ,  t h u s  hampering i n n o v a t i o n  
arxl hdrming consumers.  The " i n t e g r a t i o n  ban" w i l l  a l s o  h e l p  
nrarket c o m p e t i t i o n  p r e v e n t  f u r t h e r  r e s t r i c t i o n s  on c a b l e  s u b s c r i b e r s '  
a b i l i t y  t o  make l e g i t i m a t e  use  of r e c o r d e d  c o n t e n t .  

B y  a d o p t i n g  c o n t e n t  p r o t e c t i o n  i i m i t s  (" encoding  r u l e s " )  i n  
docke t  no. 9 7- 8 0 ,  t h e  Commission r ecogn ized  t h e  impor tance  o f  a l l o w i n g  
~ o n s u n , e r s  t o  make c e r t a i n  u s e s  of TV c o n t e n t ,  r e g a r d l e s s  of a 
p a r t i c u l a r  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r ' s  o r  c o p y r i g h t  h o l d e r ' s  w i shes .  With 
: cmpe t i t i on  s p u r r e d  on by  t h e  i n t e g r a t i o n  ban, consumers would have 
t h e  freedom t o  choose  t h e  l e a s t  r e s t r i c t i v e  cab le- compa t ib l e  d e v i c e  
i v a i l a b l r .  The CableCARD s t a n d a r d  a l r e a d y  p r e s c r i b e s  r e s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  
lharm consumers by  l i m i t i n g  l i on- in f r ing ing  u s e s ,  and such  restrictions 
. d i l l  g e t  even worse i f  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s '  s e t - t o p  boxes a r e  unchecked by  
c o m p e t i t i o n .  

: lease  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  for w a i v e r s  o f  4 1  CFR 1 6 . 1 2 0 4 ( a )  (1). 

Si r i ce re ly ,  

Yrpa3t J o l i n s ~ n  
4109 Longfel l ,>w I)r 
" l a n t  C i t - y ,  E L  33566-9527 



FILED/ACCEPTED 
NG"Z 16, 2006 

FCC E'ublic Coiments 
445 12th street SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Fwleral Communications Cornrnww 
Office of the Secretary 

A.s a cfinst irner interest.ed i i i  protecting competition, innovation, and 
?es3itirnate use of cable TV content ,  1 urge you to refuse requests for 
waivers of 4'1 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1: by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in 
effect requii~es cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
set-top boxes, remains gm7d policy today. 

lNow ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
7ompanies have drayged t h e i r  feet l o n g  enough on competitive 
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help 
merket competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' 
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content. 

El;. :dopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in 
dccket no. 97-60, the Comlission recognized the importance of allowing 
'-onsurners to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a 
particular cable provilkr's or copyright holder's wishes. With  
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have 
the freedom t ~ o  choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device 
a v a i l a b l e .  The CableCAkD standard already prescribes restrictions that 
harm zonsumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions 
w i l l  get even worse LE cable  providers' set-top boxes a r e  unchecked by 
2 ompe t: i t i on. 

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) 

S i nce r e 1 y , 

Mr . Richard ,Johnson 
ZGeJ W 25th Avo 
Eugene, OR 97405-1612 
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,3;t 29, 2006 
Federal Communications CommisiOn 

Office of the Secretary 

FCC Public Comments 
445 12th Street SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and 
Legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for 
waivers of 47 C F R  76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 
.other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban, '' which in 
rffect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
set-top boxes, remains good policy today. 

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
,rcrnpanies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 
a1r.ernatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help 
market competition prevent- further restrictions on cable subscribers' 
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content. 

By adopting content protecrion limits ("encoding rules") in 
docket no. 97-80, the Comission recognized the importance of allowing 
zonsumers  to make certain luses of TV content, regardless of a 
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With 
campetition spurred on by rhe integration ban, consumers would have 
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device 
ivailable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that 
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions 
w i l l  yet even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by 
,? onipe t i t i on . 

Plsase refuce requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1). 

Sincerely, 

31. h n k u s h  Bansal 

Newark, DE 19713-4132 
Cheswold B l v d  Apt SA 



3ec 1, 2006  

FCi l  P u b 1 . i ~  Comments 
4 4 5  1 I t h  S t r e e t  SW 

MAR - 5 2007 
Federal Communications Commission 

Office of me Secretary 

Washington, DC 20554 

As h consumer i n t e r e s t e d  i n  p r o t e c t i n g  compe t i t i on ,  i n n o v a t i o n ,  and 
l e g i t i m a t e  u s e  of  c a b l e  T'V c o n t e n t ,  I u r g e  YOU to r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  for 
waive r s  of  4 7  CFR 7 6 . 1 2 0 4 ( a )  (1) by  NCTA, C h a r t e r ,  Ver izon,  and a l l  
o t h e r  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s .  The FCC's " i n t e g r a t i o n  ban ,"  which i n  
vffect r e q u i r e s  c a b l e  companies t o  i n t e g r a t e  CableCARDs into t h e i r  own 
s e t - t o p  boxes ,  remaiiis qood p o l i c y  t o d a y .  

Now t e n  y e a r s  a f t e r  t h e  Telecommunicat ions A c t  o f  1 9 9 6 ,  c a b l e  
companies have dragged t h e i r  fee t  l o n g  enough on c o m p e t i t i v e  
a l t e r n a t i v e s  to p r o p r i e t a r y  s e t - t o p  boxes ,  t h u s  hampering i n n o v a t i o n  
and harming consumers.  The " i n t e g r a t i o n  ban" w i l l  a l s o  h e l p  
market  c o m p e t i t i o n  p r e v e n t  f u r t h e r  r e s t r i c t i o n s  on c a b l e  s u b s c r i b e r s '  
a b i l i t y  t o  make l e g i t i m a t e  u s e  of  r eco rded  c o n t e n t .  

By a d o p t i n g  c o n t e n t  p r o t e c t i o n  l i m i t s  (" encoding  r u l e s " )  i n  
docke t  no.  37-80, t h e  Commission r ecogn ized  t h e  impor tance  o f  a l l o w i n g  
'?onsurters t o  make c e r t a i n  u s e s  of TV c o n t e n t ,  r e g a r d l e s s  of a 
p a r t i c u l a r  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r ' s  or c o p y r i g h t  h o l d e r ' s  w i shes .  With 
c o m p e t i t i o n  s p u r r e d  o n  by the i n t e g r a t i o n  ban,  consumers would have  
t h e  freedom to choose t h e  l e a s t  r e s t r i c t i v e  cab le- compa t ib l e  d e v i c e  
j v a i l a b l e .  The CableCARD s t a n d a r d  a l r e a d y  p r e s c r i b e s  r e s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  
narm consumers b y  l i m i t i n g  n o n- i n f r i n g i n g  uses ,  and such  r e s t r i c t i o n s  
will g e t  even worse i f  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s '  s e t - t o p  boxes a r e  unchecked b y  
I omp e t i ti Qn . 

P l e a s e  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  f o r  wa ive r s  o f  4 7  CFR 7 6 . 1 2 0 4 ( a . 1  (1). 

.'3 i n c e r e l y , 

M r .  J a son  Jones  
132 Amanita D r  
5 C h a r l e s t o n ,  W/ 25303-9784 
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Pi :~>\ r  6, 2006 

?X P u b l i c  'Coirments 
4 4 5  1 2 t h  S t r e e t  SW 

Federal Communications Commission 
Office of the Secretary 

Washinyt.on, DC 20553 

.As a coils'xiwr i n t ~ e r e s t e d  i n  p r o t - e c t i n g  compe t i t i on ,  i n n o v a t i o n ,  and 
le;itimat~e use cut cst1.e T',: ic:)r.ien;, I u rge  you tr .  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  f o r  
wdiverz .;f 47 ('FR 76.1204 ( a )  !1) b y  NCTP, C h a r t e r ,  Ver izon,  and a l l  

cffecE r e q u i r e s  c a b l e  companies t o  i n t e g r a t e  CableCARDs i n t o  t h e i r  own 
s e t - t o p  boxes ,  remains good p o l i c y  t o d a y .  

Nc'w t e n  y e a r s  a f t e r  t h e  Telecommunicat ions A c t  o f  1 9 9 6 ,  c a b l e  
c m p m i e s  hctve dragged t h e i r  f e e t  l o n g  enough on  c o m p e t i t i v e  
a1 t e r n a t i v e s  t r )  p r o p r i e t a r y  s e t - t o p  boxes ,  t h u s  hampering i n n o v a t i o n  

harming consumers.  The  " i c t e q r a t i o n  ban" w i l l  a l s o  h e l p  
markzr  m m p e t i t i o n  p r e v e n t  f u r t h e r  r e s t r i c t i o n s  on c a b l e  s u b s c r i b e r s '  
, ab i l i t .y  t o  rmaki l e g i t i m a t e  use of r eco rded  c o n t e n t .  

By ad"p t lng  c m t e n t  p r o t e c t i o n  limits (" encoding  ru l e s" )  i n  
i c c k e t  no .  51-30, t h e  Comn,issior: r ecogn ized  t h e  impor tance  o f  a l l o w i n g  
caris;ir:.ers t u  make c e r t a i n  iuses of TV c o n t e n t ,  r e g a r d l e s s  of  a 
p a r t i c u l a r  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r ' s  o r  c o p y r i g h t  h o l d e r ' s  w i shes .  With 

p e t i t i o n  s p u r r e d  on by m e  i n r e g r a t i o n  ban,  consumers would have 
the  freedom t o  choose the  least r e s t r i c t i v e  cah le -compa t ib l e  d e v i c e  
a \ ' a i I ~ a b l e .  ?e C a b l e C A R D  s t a n d a r d  a l r e a d y  p r e s c r i b e s  r e s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  
! , a x  cclnsumers by  L i m i t i n g  n o n- i n f r i n g i n g  u s e s ,  and such  r e s t r i c t i o n s  
w i l l  qet  even worse i f  c a b l , ?  p r o v i d e r s '  s e t - t o p  boxes a r e  unchecked by 

.~ -,!-.e1 - cable p r o v i d e r s .  ?!-le F'CC's " i n t e g r a t i o n  b a n , "  which i n  

- 7   petition. 

P l e a s e  r e f c z e  ? q u e s t s  lor waive r s  of 4' CFR 76.1204(a) (1). 

Sini.er?.i.:, 

Du lu t i - ,  MN 55804-2519 
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?!c.\, ?, 2006 

FCC t , i b l i c  Corments  
,445 1Lt:; S t r e e t .  SW 
idashi?;:sn, DC 20554  

MAR - 5 2007 

.& a c-onsumer i n t e r e s z e l  i 11 p r o t e c t i n g  c o m p e t i t i o n ,  i n n o v a t i o n ,  a n d  
1 r g i t : n a t e  1.1se of cable TV c o n t e n t ,  I u r g e  you t o  r e t u s e  r e q u e s t s  f o r  
w a i v e r s  o f  4? CFR '76.1204 ( a i  ( 1 )  b y  NCTA, C h a r t e r ,  V e r i z o n ,  a n d  a l l  
c t i - e r  cable  provider.^, ?!:E FCC's  "integration ban," which i n  
r f f e c + .  r e q u i r e s  cable compan ie s  t o  i n t e g r a t e  CableCARDs i n t o  t h e i r  own 
:set-t.)p b o x e s ,  i ~ e m a i n  good p ~ l i c y  t o d a y .  

~ , " > .  ~ j i n  ten  y e a r s  a f t e r  t h e  Yeiecomniunica t ions  A c t  of  1996 ,  cable 
c o r r p a n i r s  h a v e  d r a g g e d  t h e i r  f ee t  l o n g  enough o n  c o m p e t i t i v e  
a l t e r n a t i v e s  t o  p r o p r i e t a r y  s e t - t o p  b o x e s ,  t h u s  hamper ing  i n n o v a t i o n  

consumers .  The " i n t e g r a t i o n  ban"  w i l l  a l s o  h e l p  
e t i r _ i o n  pre. /er . t  fur:her r e s t r i c t i o n s  on c a b l e  subscr ibers '  

& i l i t y  t o  m a k e  l e y i l l i m a t e  u s e  c)f r e c o r d e d  c o r i t e n t .  

ty d . j p t i n y  con ten t :  p r o t e c t i o r  l inits (" e n c o d i n g  r u l e s " )  i n  
:locket: no .  37-32, t h e  Con:?ission r e c o g n i z e d  t h e  i m p o r t a n c e  of a l l o w i n g  
c o n s u l i i e ~ s  t o  m a k e  c e r t a i n  u s e s  of  TV c o n t e n t ,  r e g a r d l e s s  of a 
p a r r i : u l a r  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r ' s  o r  c o p y r i g h t  h o l d e r ' s  w i s h e s .  W i t r .  
carniperii i o n  spurred on by the i n t e y r a t i o n  b a n ,  consumers  w o u l d  h a v e  
t h e  f r eedom t o  c h o o s e  t h e  l e a s t  r e s t r i c t i v e  c a b l e - c o m p a t i b l e  d e v i c e  
a v a i l a b l e .  T h e  CableCARD s t a n d a r d  a l r e a d y  p r e s c r i b e s  r e s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  
harm r .o~isuners by 1 i m i t i n y  r l o r l - i n f r i n g i n g  u s e s ,  a n d  s u c h  r e s t r i c t i o n s  
w i l l  ,.let e v e n  w o r s e  i f  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s '  s e t - t o p  boxes are  unchecked  by  

Plsa .?% r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  f c x  w a i v e r s  of 4 7  CFR lh.i204(a) (1) 

S i n c e 1  el:/, 

. ,J< f t e r y  SLe;.yhc 
r n e r  M d l L  #1L3 

i d a m  S t a t e  I Jn ive r s  i t  y 
Pocatel:~, ID 63209-0001 
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Nriv 2 8 ,  200k2 

iC: P u b l i c  Co in l i e r ; t s  
,145 1 2 t h  S t r e e t  SW 

Federal Communications Commission 
Office of me Secretary 

L:??tor,, nc 20554 

1.:; a sc1nsumvr l r i i e r e s t e d  i r i  F>ro t r c t iny  c o m p e t i t i o n ,  i n n o v a t i o n ,  and 
A ? 2 i t i r n a t e  u s e  o f  c a b l e  TI! ,:ontent, I u rge  you t o  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  f o r  

I C  ',f 47 rCFR 76.1204(a) (1) b y  NCTA, C h a r t e r ,  Ver izon,  and a l l  
otllsr c a o l e  p r o v i d e r s .  The F C C ' s  " i n t e g r a t i a r .  ban ,"  which i n  
e f f e c t  requires c a b l e  cornpmies t; i n t e g r a t e  CableCAKDs i n t o  t h e i r  own 
s s r - t o p  boxes, remains cjood p o l i c y  t o d a y .  

N O W  t c n  y e a r s  a f t e r  t he  Telecommunicat ions A c t  o f  1 9 9 6 ,  c a b l e  
.:ompdriies have dragged t h e i r  f e e t  long enough on c o m p e t i t i v e  
i i r e r n a t i v e s  tc1 p r o p r i e t a r y  s e t - t o p  boxes, t h u s  hampering i n n o v a t i o n  
2nd i m z n i n g  consumers.  The " i n t e g r a t i o n  ban" w i l l  a l s o  h e l p  
m ~ k e t  c n p e t i t i  c)n p reven t  fu r t ! i e r  r e s t r i c t i o n s  on c a b l e  s u b s c r i b e r s '  
ii->lli t y  t o  n.ai:e l e g i t i m a t e  u s e  3f r e c s r d e d  c o n t e n t .  

y cc r l t en t  prctection l imits ("encoding  rules") i n  
97-80, the  !Comn.lission r ecogn ized  t h e  impor tance  of  a l l o w i n g  

'?cnsuniers t o  x , k e  c e r t a i n  'uses of TV c o n t e n t ,  r e g a r d l e s s  c f  a 

I~ , n i p e t i t i o n  .spurred on by  t he  i e g r a t i o n  ban,  consumers would have 
the free:hm t o  choose t h e  l e a s t  r e s t r i c t i v e  c a b l e - c o m p a t i b l e  d e v i c e  
a v a i l a b l e .  The CableCARD s t a n d a r d  a l r e a d y  p r e s c r i b e s  r e s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  
I-litrm cons imers  by  l i m i t i n g  n o n - i n f r i n g i n g  u s e s ,  and such  r e s t r i c t i o n s  
.,xi11 yet evcn b!orss i f  c a b l n  p r c v i d e r s '  s e t - t o p  boxes are unchecked b y  
,-ampet i t i o n .  

P l i " a c t  r e f u s e  request.s f o r  wa ive r s  of  4 7  CFR 76.1204(a) (1). 

r : icular  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r ' s  o r  p y r i g h t  h o l d e r ' s  w i shes .  With 

or, Snowden 
~1 F l o i d l  Rd N W  

4lk)a':,serque, NM 87 104- 1925 
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?.s a cousunicr inrerestec ec t t ing  c i m p e t i t i o n ,  i n n o v a t i o n ,  a n d  
L e g i t i n r a t e  u s e  of c a b l e  TV , c o n t e n t ,  I u r g e  you t o  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  f o r  
w a i v e r s  of 4 7  CFR 76.1?04(aj (1) by NCTA, C h a r t e r ,  V e r i z o n ,  a n d  a11 
'other c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s .  T h e  FCC's " i n t e g r a t i o n  b a n ,  '' which  i n  
e l i e c t  reqiiires cabie companies t o  i n t e g r a t e  C a b l e C A R D s  into t h e i r  own 
sei:-t-,p b o x e s ,  r e m a i n s  good p o l i c y  t o d a y .  

Now t-en y e a r s  a f t e r  t h e  Te1eco rm:un ica t ions  A c t  of 1 9 9 6 ,  cable  
zompanies  h a v e  dracgged their feet Long e n o u g h  on c o m p e t i t i v e  
d l t e r ~ ~ a t i v e s  t o  p r o p r i e t a r y  s e t - t o p  b o x e s ,  t h u s  hamper ing  i n n o v a t i o n  

sumers .  Tile " i r l L e g r a t i o n  b a r "  w i l i  a l s o  h e l p  
i o n  pIever l?  f u r t h e r  ~ e s r r i c t i o n s  on cahle  s u b s c r i b e r s '  

l e g i t i m a t e  ' J E ~  sf recorded content. 

,ptinq c o n t e n t  p i r , t e c t i o n  l i m i t s  ( " e n c o d i n g  ru1es"j i n  
l o c k e L  113. 37-80, t h e  Comnrissicri r e c o g n i z e d  t h e  i m p o r t a n c e  of a l l o w i n g  
: ~ l ~ s u m f r s  to m a k e  certai!: vses  of TV c o n t e n t ,  r e g a r d l e s s  of  a 
p a r t i c u l a r  cable  p r o v i d e r ' s  or c o p y r i g h t  h o l d e r ' s  w i s h e s .  W i t h  
c o m p e r i t i o n  s p u r r e d  OIL b y  t h e  i n t e g r a t i o n  b a n ,  consumers  would h a v e  
the f r eedom t o  c h o o s e  t h e  l e a c t  r e s t r i c t i v e  c a b l e - c o m p a t i b l e  d e v i c e  
a - a i l a b l e .  'The CableCARD z t a n d a r d  a l r e a d y  p r e s c r i b e s  r e s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  
iiarm i o n s u i r e r s  b y  l i m i t i n g  n o n - i n f r i n g i n g  u s e s ,  and  s u c h  r e s t r i c t i o n s  
xi 1 1  g e t  ev2n worse i f  cable ~ r : v i d e r s '  s e t - t o p  b o x e s  are  unchecked  b y  

FLe3se refuse r-eque.sts f n i  w a i r e r s  of 4 7  CFF 76.1204:a) ( 1 ) .  

S i  n i e r e l y , 

M r .  B r e t c  Rcsen 
" E  E t h y l  Way 
S t c u g h t o n ,  MA 0207-1235 
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1s ;i ':aiisunier i n t e r e s t e d  i n  p r u t e c t i r . g  Compet i t ion ,  innovation, and 
. d q i ~ t i m a t e  u s e  of c a b l e  TI; c n n t e n t ,  I u rge  you t n  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  f o r  
'wailrers oi 47 (CFR '76.12Cl4 (1; by  NCTA, C h a r t e r ,  Ver i zon ,  and all 
o t i l l r  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s .  The FCC's " i n t e g r a t i o n  b a n , "  which i n  
+ . f f e c t  requires c a b l e  corrlpani a t e  CableCARDc into t h e i r  ,swn 
,se t - top U O X ~ S ,  remains 8jor.d 

. .  

t z n  yea rs  a f t e r  t h e  Te?icommrrnications Act o f  1 9 9 6 ,  c a b l e  
cornpa;-.? cs have dragged t h e i r  f e e t  l o n g  enough on c o m p e t i t i v e  
, a l t e r n a t i v e -  to proprierary s e t - t o p  boxes ,  t h u s  hampering i n n o v a t i o n  
atid harming consumers.  The "integration ban" will a l s o  h e l p  
:.:a~I-:et campetir iori  prevenr  t u r r h e r  r e s t r i c t i o n s  on c a b l e  s u b s c r i b e r s '  
dbi  1ir.y LO make l e g i t i m a t e  use of recorded c o n t e n t .  

R y  a d o ~ t ! ~ n g  content p r o t e c t i n n  l i m i t s  (" encoding  rules") i n  
-::,cket no .  97-00, t h e  Commission r ecogn ized  t h e  impor tance  of allowing 
f~'a1sumer~ t o  make c e r t a i n  uses of 1'V c o n t e n t ,  r e g a r d l e s s  of  a 

r m p e t i t i c ) n  s p u r r e d  on by  t h e  i n t e g r a t i a n  ban,  coiisutners would  have 
'he  freedam t o  choose C h e  ;<?ast r e s t r i c t i v e  cab le -con tpa t ih l e  d e v i c e  
~ v a i l z b l r .  The CableCARD s t a n d a r d  a l r e a d y  p r e s c r i b e s  r e s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  
!?drm consumers by  I~iniiitiny r ' o n - i n f r i n g i n g  uses ,  and such  r e s t r i c t i o n s  
, t ~ i l L  g e t  even w ~ f s e  i t  cab le  p rk>v ide r s '  set-top boxes a r e  unchecked b y  
: omp e t i ti c n . 

2ledse r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  for w a i v e r s  o f  4 1  CFR 76.1204(a) (1) 

5 i 1 IC €1 r l.y, 

t i c u l a r  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r ' s  nr r:opyriqht ho lde r ' :  w i s h e s .  With 

Prospect: Rve 
.3parks, IIV 95431-304? 


